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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obvious to one of ordinary skill ness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claimsl, 3-S, 8, 10, 15, 22, 24-30, 31-32, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Mtsawa 5250931 in view of Lebrun et al 5606194, 
Adachi et al, 5155612, Kondo 5625473 and Nisbiguchi et al 5621553. 

Claim 1 is written to A display device comprising: a pair of substrates;an 
active matrix circuit and peripheral driver circuit provided on one of the pair of the 
substrates; and a sealing member formed substrates so to seal the peripheral 
driver circuit, with sealing member being capable light blocking wherein said 
sealing member comprises a pigment for light blocking. Claim 8 is an 
electronic device comprising: first substrate and a second substrate; a driver 
circuit region formed on said first substrate, said diver circuit region having at 
least one of a register circuit, NAND circuit, level shifter circuit and a buffer 
circuit; an active matrix region fomied on said first substrate, said active matrix 
region having at least a pixel; a sealing member formed between said first and 
second substrates, said sealing member bonding said first and second 
substrates and covering said driver circuit region; wherein said sealing member 
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shields said wherein said sealing member comprises a pigment for light 
blocking. Clam 16 is a display device comprising: at least a first substrate and a 
second substrate; formed on said first a driver circuit region substrate, said diver 
circuit region having at least a register circuit, a NAND circuit, a level shifter 
circuit, OR a buffer circuit, wherein at least a CMOS transistor is formed in driver 
circuit region. CMOS thin film transistor and a first n-channel p-channel thin film 
transistor; an active matrix region fonned said first substrate, said active matrix 
region having at least a pixel, wherein a second p-channel film transistor formed 
in said pbcel; a sealing member formed between said first and second substrates 
and covering said driver circuit region; and sealing member l>onding said first and 
second wherein said sealing member comprises pigment light blocking and 
wherein said sealing member shields said driver circuit region from light. 

Misawa discloses a liquid crystal device with P and N type cmos 
transistors in the driver circuits which include a buffer, and P or N drivers in the 
active region. The device includes the use as a projectior, and is not shown with 
a black matrix, Lacking is the sealant over the circuit with a pigment for blocking 
light. Lebrun et al teaches that using a sealant over the circuit (figure 1 ) enables 
the low cost protection, and having the sealant be opaque gives the added 
benefit of protecting the circuit from light. Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill , in the device of Misawa, to employ an opaque seal for 
enclosing the liquid crystal and bonding the substrate to cover the circuit for the 
low cost protection form the enviroment and light. Still lacking is the use of a 
pigment. 
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Adachi et al teaches that the sealants need to be able to block light, and 
adds pigments to the dyes to assure sufficient light blocking (col. 7, lines 16-20). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill . in the device of 
Hayashi, to use a light blocking sealant with coloring agents (pigment), to ensure 
sufficient light blocking as taught by Adachi et al. Many of the low cost 
conventional sealants, such as polyimide and acrylic require pigment pigments to 
block light. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to 
employ pigments in order to enable use of the conventional low cost materials. 

The rejection can be viewed as Lebrun in view of MIsawa and the two 
secondary references Adachi and Castleberry. both provided to show the well 
known nature of the use of dyes for creating light blocking sealants. Misawa 
teaches that their CMOS active matrix and drivers enables low cost with a high 
reliability and resolution (column 2, lines 38-40). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill , in the device of Lebrun, to employ the CMOS 
active matrix and driver structure of Misawa for the benefits of low cost with a 
high reliability and resolution. This teaching of Misawa was, at the time of 
invention, notoriously well known, and would have been further obvious to one of 
ordinary skill for that reason. For this version, still lacking is the use of a 
pigment. Adachi et al teaches that the sealants need to be. able to block light, 
and adds pigments to the dyes to assure sufficient light blocking (col 7. lines 16- 
20), Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill , in the device 
of Hayashi. to use a light blocking sealant with coloring agents (pigment), to 
ensure sufficient light blocking as taught by Adachi et al. 
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Sealants were conventionally put on alignment layers, avoiding 
unnecessary processing to remove them In the areas where the light blocking 
layers are form. The references to Kondo and Nishiguchi et ai evidence this, 
Therefore it would have been obvious, in the devices of Misawa as modified 
above (or Lebrun for the reversed situation), to put the sealant above the 
alignment layers to avoid having to remove them. 

Claims 5, 7, 15 and 21 are a display device according to claim 1 wherein 
the substrates are landed each other with the sealing member and a device 
according to claim 1 further comprising a liquid crystal material between the 
substrates, wherein the sealing member seals the liquid crystal material and 
claim 15 is a device according claim 8 further comprising liquid crystal material 
injected between the first and the second substrate. Claim 21 is a device 
according claim 16 further comprising a liquid crystal material injected between 
the first substrate and the second substrate. These are met by Misawa as 
modified by Lebrun as the Misawa is modified to include the light blocking seal of 
Lebrun which provides these functions. Claims 10 and 18 are a device according 
to claim 8 wherein said shift register circuit comprises least a clocked inverter 
and inverter As the shift register is part of the OR, so is met by the buffer 
whether or not this daim language is met. Regarding claim 14 which is an 
electronic device according to claim 8 wherein said device is a projector, the 
projector is explicitly taught by the Misawa, Claim 3 is a display device according 
claim 1 wherein one of an electrode or a wiring line connected to a source or 
drain of a thin-film transistor formed in the matrix circuit is one of a metal film, a 
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semiconductor film, and a silicide film, and wherein a light blocking film for the 
thin-film transistor is formed by using the one the of the metal film, the 
semiconductor film, and a silicide film. This is met by the combined references 
as the secondary reference places a light blocking film over all of the elements of 
the driver circuit. 

Claim 4 is a display device according to claim 1 wherein said pair of the 
substrates are glass substrates or quartz substrates. These were the 
conventionally used materials, and would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill for that reason. 

Inverters were conventionally used as a fundamental building block 
required to build driving circuits, and so to the reason to use them was to use the 
use the established technology. Therefore it would have been obvious, in the 
device of the references above, to employ inverters as was conventionally used 
for the benefit of using the established technology. 

Claims 2, 6, 7, 11 and 19, 23, 33^, 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Misawa 5250931in view in view of Lebrun 
et al 5606194, Adachi et al, 5155612, Kondo 5625473 and NishiguchI et ai 
5621553 as applied above, and further in view of Wakai 5003356. 

Claims 2, 9 and 7 are a display device according claim 1 wherein active 
matrix circuit has pixels arranged in matrix form, and wherein regions in each of 
the pixels where source lines and drain lines overlap with a pixel electrode form a 
black matrix. Claim 9 is a device according to claim 8 wherein said device does 
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not include a black matrix. Claim 17 is a device according to claim 16 wherein 
said device does not include a black matrix. The use of the pixels overtapping 
the gate and source lines was a notoriously well known method of provkling a 
low cost black matrix in liquid crystal devices. This is evidenced by Wakai , 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to overiap these for 
the benefit of the low cost. 

Claims 6, 1 1 and 19 are a device according to claim 1 further comprising: 
at least CMOS transistor formed in the driver circuit region, said CMOS transistor 
having an n-channel thin film transistor and a p-channel thin transistor;a film 
transistor formed in each pixel in the active matrix circuit, said thin film transistor 
having at an active layer, to said active layer, a gate electrode adjacent to said 
gate insulating film, wherein light blocking film is formed said gate electrode. 
Claim 19 Is substantially a device according to claim 16 wherein, said first p- 
channel thin film transistor comprises, first source regton and a first drain region 
formed over sakJ first substrate, a first channel forming region formed between 
said first region and source regions, a first gate insulating region formed adjacent 
to said source and drain regions and said first channel forming region, a first gate 
electrode fonried adjacent to said first gate insulating film, said n-channel thin 
film transistor comprises, a third region and a third drain region formed over said 
first substrate, a third channel forming region formed between said third source 
and drain regions, a third gate insulating region formed adjacent to said third 
source and drain regions and said third channel forming region, a third gate 
electrode fomied adjacent to said third gate insulating film, said second p- 
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channel thin film transistor comprises, second source region and a second drain 
region fomied over said first substrate, a second channel forming region formed 
between second source and drain regions, second gate said second source and 
drain regions and second channel fonning region second gate electrode formed 
adjacent said second gate insulafing film, wherein a second gate electrode, with 
light blocking film is formed. Claim 1 1 is a device according claim 8 further 
comprising: at least a CMOS transistor formed in said driver circuit region, said 
CMOS transistor having an n-channel thin transistor and a p-channet thin 
transistor; a thin film transistor formed in said pixel, said thin film transistor 
having at least an active layer, a gate insulating film adjacent said active layer, a 
gate electrode adjacent to said gate insulating film, and further comprising a light 
blocking film fomned over said gate electrode. It was well known to employ a 
light block as claimed to prevent light activation. This is evidenced by Wakai, 
which teaches such a structure for this benefit (figure 13 and related discussion). 
Therefore would have been obvk)us to one of ordinary skill to use a metal light 
block near the gate for the reasons taught by Wakai and well known in the art. 

Sealants were conventionally put on alignment layers, avoiding 
unnecessary processing to remove them in the areas where the light blocking 
layers are form. The references to Kondo and Nishiguchi et al evidence this. 
Therefore it would have been obvious, in the devices of Misawa as modified 
above (or Lebrun for the reversed situation), to put the sealant above the 
alignment layers to avoid having to remove them. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a), 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) vAW be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kenneth A Parker whose telephone number 
is 571-272-2298. The examiner can nomially be reached on M-F 10:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Robert H. Kim can be reached on 571-272-2293. The fax 
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phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infonnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infonmation 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 



system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
free). 
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